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NOTICE

The contents of this report reflect the
views of the Office of Transportation Lab-
oratory which is responsible for the facts
and the accuracy of the data presented
herein. The contents do not necessarily
reflect the official views or policies of
the State of California. This report does
not constitute a standard, specification,
or regulation.

The State of California does not endorse
products or manufacturers. Trade or manu-
facturers' names appear herein only be-
cause they are considered essential to the
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Quantity
Length

Area

Volume

Volume/Time

{Flow)

Mass

Velocity

Acceleratian

Weight
Dansity

Force

Thermal
Energy

Mechanical
Energy

Beriding Moment
or Torque

Pressure

Stress
Intensity

Plane Angle

Temperatuyre
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CONVERSION FACTGRS

English to Metric System {SI) of Measurement

English unit

inches (in)or(")}

feet (ft)or(')

miles (mi)

square 1nches (inal
square feet {ftz)
acres

gallons {gal)

cubic feet (fts)
cubic yards (yda)

cubi¢ feet per
second (ftafs)

galions per
minute (gal/min}

pounds {1b}

miles per hour (mph)
feet per second {¥ps
feet per second
squared {ft/s?)

acceleration due to
force of gravity (G)

pounds per cubic
(1b/7t3)

Eounds (1bs)
ips f1000 1bs)

British thermal
unit (BTU)

foot-pounds (ft-1b)
foot-kips (ft-k)

inch-pounds {ft-Ibs)
foot-pounds (ft-1bs)

pounds per square
inch {pst)

pounds per square
foot (psf) ‘

kips per square
inch square root
inch (ksi vin)

pounds per square
inch square root
inch (psi /n)
degrees (°)

degreas
fahrenheit (F)

Muitiply by

25,40
02540

. 3048
1.609

6.432 x 1074

.09250
L4047

3.785
.02832
L7646

28.317

.06309
L4536

4470
} .3048

.3048

9.807

16.02

4,448
4448
1055

1,356
1356

6895
47.88

1.0%88

1.0988
6.0175

tF - 32 _
L T8

—e
—e

To get metric eguivalent

mitlimetres (mmm}
metres (m

metres (m)
kilometres (km}

square metres (mz)

square metres (m®)
hectares {(ha)

Titres {1}
cubic metres (ma)
cubic metres (m3)

Titres per second (i/s)

Titres per second {1/s)
kitograms (kg)

metres per second Em/s}
metres per second {m/s}

metres per second
s$quared (m/sz)

metres per second

squared (m/sz)

kilograms per cubic
metre (kg/m3)

newtons %Ng
newtons (N
Jjoules (J)

Joutes {J)
Joules (J)

newton-metres £Nm)
newton-metres (Nm)
pascals (Pa)

pascals (Pa)

mega pascals /metre {MPa /m)

kilo pascals Vmetre (KPa /m)

radians {rad)

degrees celstus (°C)
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INTRODUCTION

In recent years the Ca]ifornia‘Department of Transportation
(Caltrans) has responded to public concerns about noise
pollution from roadway corridors by constructing sound
walls (also referred to as sound barriers and noise
barriers) in many locations. These barriers are built to
limit traffic noise from infringing on adjoining residence
and public facilities. They have proven effective in
achieving significant noise reductions in many problem
areas. '

Concern about one aspect of'sound walls has appeared fre-
quently 1in public cbmments. Many people feel that sound
walls constrict air circulation near roadways, thereby
decreasing the flow of fresh air and increasing air
pollutant concentrations.

In response to these concerns, the Transportation [abora-
tory {TransLab) conducted a field experiment to investigate
the distribution of vehicular air pollutants near sound
walls. The test site was located in Sacramento on the
south side of U.S. Route 50 adjacent to a new residential
subdivision (see Figure 1). Concentration measurement of
the relatively inert pollutant, carbon wmonoxide (CO)}, was
used as the basis for characterizing pollutant dispersion
in and near the freeway sound wall.

BACKGROUND

Roadways bounded by sound walls and depressed roadway sec-
tions are similar in terms of their potential for confining
vehicular emissions. Data from previous field studies by
Caltrans revealed dispersion patterns near depressed

www . fastio.com
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sections that were incorporated into a nationally recog-
nized dispersion mode](l,g,g). These studies showed lower
concentrations downwind from a depressed section when -
compared to equivalent at-grade and elevated sites. The
reduced downwind pollutant concentrations were attributed
to more extensive initial vertical disperson caused by
longer pollutant residence time in the intensely turbulent
roadway mixing zone region {the area above the traveled way
is described as the mixing zone - see Figure 2). This
enhanced vertical dispersion and decreased rate of pollu-
tant transport out of the mixing zone (caused by channeling
and eddying) is expected to be similar for freeway sections
bounded by sound walls.

Changes in flow caused by obstructions which are similar to
sound walls have been studied by others{(4-7}. Figure 2
depicts a uniform flow field across a sharp-edged{p]ate(g,

1). Streamlines compress over the top edge as a separated

wake develops on the lee side of the wall. Within in this
wake a cavity region develops below the separation stream-
line, Undisturbed flow is reestablished further downwind
as residual effects of the obstacle diminish.

The point of separation of flow for a sharp-edged obstacle
occurs at the edge of the obstacle under all atmospheric
stability conditions(7). The size and extent of the cavity
region is restricted by stable atmospheric conditions. The
iargest cavity regioh occurs for an isolated and impervious
obstacle with a vertical face(5,7) such as a sound wall.

Figure 2 represents an idealized situation. Wind tunnel
studies usually assume that windward flow toward an obsta-
cle is laminar, i.e., undisturbed(4,5,7). This condition
contrasts with the vehicle-induced tUﬁbulence present in a

www . fastio.com


http://www.fastio.com/

238(d pebpi~dJeys & SSOUDY B|LI0dd MO|

‘2 J4n9Id

ITY¥2S 0L LON

-8 Y
P e
K04 e
_ MOT4: .
LRIV (LT LHEIngEnL —
i — e
llll..‘l.l\l' . -
—~—— ———

- H074 @3RENLSIANN

N0z
ONIXIHW

-
- M4

9N LSTENN
g ——

www.fastio.com

ChhPD


http://www.fastio.com/

ClibhPDF -

www . fastio.com

freeWay miXing zone, Puttock and Hunt report that any
error caused by assuming laminar flow should be small
because diffusion in a flow straining across an obstruction
is dominated by advection and the convergence and
divergence of streamlines(6).

In urban settings wind flow is typically interrupted by
many other types of obstructions. Rapid velocity changes
and uplift of the flow streamlines are similar for obstacle
shapes such as quarter-circle cross-sections, sharp-edged
plates, and screen fences(i). Predicting characteristics
of the flow field between the obstacle and the reattachment
point for a specific obstacle requires knowledge of the
boundary layer velocity distribution and the type of obsta-
cle, Such predictions were not attempted in this'study.
Instead, measured concentrations were examined for
consistency with the above theories.

DESCRIPTION OF WORK

The freeway section where the data were collected is part
of a main transportation artery in the east Sacramento
area, It carries an ADT of 80,000 vehicles with a peak
hour of about 9,000 vehicles. The freeway geometry does
not change significantly between the test and control
sites. The sound wall is approximately 8 feet high and
constructed of corrugated metal with a thickness of Tless
than 0.5 inch, 7

The field experiment consisted of two separate sampling
strategies. The first was a monitoring network of five
sampling sites located on a line perpendicular to the free-
way., Data were collected from Tate April to the end of
May. Figure 1 shows that two sites were located on the
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freeway side of the wall and three sites were in the sub-

division. Two separate sampling tubes conveyed air samples
from each site back to two, independent NDIR CO analyzers.
Air samples were drawn sequentially from each site at one
minute intervals. This approach provided hourly averaged
point concentrations on both side of the sound barrier.
These measurements were recorded on magnetic tape for later

~transfer to Caltrans' computerized Air Quality Data
‘Handling System.

_The second monitoring strategy, conducted from mid-May to
early June, consisted of one test site on the freeway side

of the wall and one control site located approximately

onethird of a mile east at a location where no sound wall
'was present. Hourly air samples were drawn into Tedlar
‘bags and then analyzed at TransLab for CO concentrations.

DATA ANALYSIS

Results from the“fieid sampling revealed two important

facts:

1) Co concentrations observed in the sound wall mixing
zone were typically higher than at the control site,

2)_ €0 levels were drématica]ly lower on the sub-
division side of the wall than coincidental
concentrations on the freeway side of the wall.

"Evaluation of the CO levels at the test and control sites

focused on determining if the higher CO levels in the sound
wall-mixing zone region were statistically significant.

'Similar1y, analysis of C0 levels at sites D1 through D5

sdught to evaluate and explain the consistently lower CO

‘values observed at all sites on the subdivision side of the
-wall.


http://www.fastio.com/

ClibhPDF -

A frequency histogram and cumulative frequency plot of CO
concentrations from the test section and control sites are
shown 1in Figures 3 and 4, respectively. Carbon monoxide
levels at these two sampling sites were compared to find
out if the higher levels at the sound wall site were signi-
ficant. Two different test methods were used. The first
method, the Student's t-test assumes that the parent popu-
lation of CO concentrations follows a normal distribution.
The t-test for paired data was appropriate in this instance
because concurrent measurements were drawn from two loca-
tions which were subjected to different conditions. The
test results showed that the difference between the CO
levels at the test and control sites was significant at the
99% confidence level (two-tailed}. Thus, while vehicle
emissions and meteorology were approximately equivalent at
thé two sites, CO concentrations within the freeway mixing
zone were significantly higher with the sound wall

present.

The second statistical test is called the Wilcoxon Matched-
Pairs Signed-Ranks test. This test was used because it
does not require any assumptions about the frequency
distribution of the parent population. The two-tailed
Wilcoxon test again showed that the difference in CO
concentrations between the control and the test sites was
significant‘at the 99% confidence interval.

The data collected in this experiment support the hypothe-
sis that CO levels in the freeway mixing zone are higher
with a sound wall preseht. This elevated CO concentration
can probably be attributed to the confining influence of
the wall and consequent increase in pollutant residence
time within the mixing zone.

www . fastio.com
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Earlier discussion of the comparison between depressed sec-
tions and sound wall corridors mentioned the likelihood of
enhanced initial vertical dispersion occurring as a result
of vehicle-induced turbulence and increased pollutant
residence time in the mixing zone, The combined effect of
these factors shou]d cause a net reduction in pollutant
levels at the sites beyond the sound barrier. Figure 5
shows the ranges of all €0 concentrations recorded for each
monitoring site. It is abparent that CO concentrations are
dramatically lower on the residential side of the sound
wall. The wall is located between sites D2 and D3 and
these sites are only six feet apart, yet there is almost a
20% reduction in maximum CO levels, This reduction is
Tikely caused by the enhanced initial vertical dispersion
and the aerodynamic uplift provided by the wall.

The range of CO concentrations on the subdivision side of
the wall shown in Figure 5 is extremely consistent. This
indicates an approximately homogeneous distribution of CO
within the cavity region downwind of the wall.

Puttock and Hunt analyzed the diffusion of emissions from a
line source located near a generalized two-dimensional
obstacle(6). The flow field was assumed to be uniform and
perpendicular to the major axis of the obstruction. They
also assumed an approximately uniform concentration within
the wake. This uniformity was expected for two reasons:
(1) a high level of turbulence within the wake would pro-
mote efficient mixing, and (2) rapid advection of pollu-
tants in the outer flow would lead to little change in
concentration from the point of separation to the point of
reattachment.-

The ranges of concentration at sites D3, D4, and D5, shown
in Figure 5, indicates fairly constant CO levels in the

www . fastio.com
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wake, Since similar ranges of CO were observed at each

site, it appears that these sites were all located within
the wake.

Though the distance to thé reattachment is difficult to
determine, it should range in Tength from 10 to 30 times
the height of the wall depending on site and flow condi-
tions{(5). Since the plate-like shape of a sound wall
causes a large cavity region, site D5 is probably located
well within this region.l

Figure 6 shows cumulative frequency distributions of CO
tevels recorded at respective sites. The cumulative
frequency plot contrasts the distribution of CO levels for
each site over the entire range of values encountered.
Figure 6 indicates that the dramatic drop in CO concentra-
tions across the wall is constant over the full range of CO
values observed. Figure 6 also repeats the flat dispersioh
pattern shown in Figure 5 at sites D3, D4, and D5. The
homogeneity of CO levels at these sites is consistent over
the entire range of observed values.

It is apparent that concentrations are significantly
reduced on the residential side of the wall. This reduc-
tion typically amounts to about 20% (for concentrations
above 2 ppm}. Conversely, mixing zone concentrations are
apparently increased by the presence of sound walls. This
increase averages slightly less than 20%. It appears then
that the increase in CO concentrations within the freeway

mixing zone is offset by the reduced CO levels downwind of
the wall. '

11
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CONCLUSIONS

The CO concentration distributions observed near a section
of freeway bounded by a sound wall were similar to dis-
tributions measured near a depressed freeway section
previously studied. It has been argued that the same
physical mechanisms of pollutant confinement and higher
initial vertical dispersion are acting at both types of
sites. The observations analyzed in this report indicate
that sound walls act to increase pollutant residence time
in the mixing zone leading to approximately 20% higher CO
concentrations on the freeway side of the walls. Off-
setting this effect is the increased initial vertical
dispersion of vehicle emissions due to the longer residence
time in the intensely turbulent mixing zone, and the uplift
effect of the wall itself. Based on the combined results
of these effects, it is concluded that no significant net
change in CO concentrations at residential receptors and
public facilities can be attributed to the presence of a
sound wall. | *

IMPLEMENTATION

1t is recommended that this report be distributed as an
informdtional document to members of the public who have
“expressed a concern over possible air quality impacts of
“sound barriers. It is important to remember that the con-
clusions were based on limited data taken at a single site.
.However, these results agreed favorably with published
theories.

12
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